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They are thus a social creation, or storage of force, for con-
trolling the individual, and getting service out of him.

Thus far, the ordinances of conduct form merely an
external law, enforced by the sanction of public opinion.
But the individual agent on whom they press is himself one
of the public body, and accustomed, m that capacity, to
apply the same rule and the same sanction to other agents,
i e. to direct approbation and disapprobation upon analogous
acts. When, therefore, an action which he would condemn
in another proceeds from himself, he not only foresees what
it will bring upon him from its witnesses, but, as one of
those witnesses, shares their displeasure, and is self-con-
demned. Hence, the feeling of compunction and remorse,
on the one hand, of self-satisfaction and self-applause on the
other, are but a personal loan, for private use, of the public
sentiment embodied in the established rule; and by the
agent's application of it in his own case it becomes an internal
law, by which he can administer the affairs of his own
commonwealth of thought and desire.

This ingenious theory avails itself no doubt of some pro-
cesses that actually do mingle with our moral experience;
only, not as its constitutive essentials, but as its subsidiary
accidents. It is not necessary to deny their reality, in
order to prove their inadequacy as a solution of the pioblem
to which they belong. It is sufficient to show that that
problem contains phenomena of which they afford no satis-
factory account.

(r) In the analysis of our moral psychology, given in the
preceding book, it was made evident, if I mistake not, that
we judge ourselves before we judge others. To the reasons
there given I must refer, as justifying the assertion that
James Mill inverts the only possible order of relation
between internal and external judgment. If what we dis-
approved were the disagreeableness of an outward fact, we
should disapprove of noxious animals or even the hurtful
behaviour of physical things.' It is true, as Mill reminds us,
that there would be 'no use' in disapproving these things;